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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1 - 59 are pending. 

2. The IDS filed on 1 1/20/2003 has been considered. 

Oath/Declaration 

3. The oath or declaration is defective, because it does not identify the citizenship of each 
inventor. A new oath or declaration in compliance with 37 CFR 1.67(a) identifying this 
application by application number and filing date is required. See MPEP §§ 602.01 and 602.02. 

Specification 

4. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informality: The sentence starting 
on line 8 of page 11 refers to "an indicator such as the small triangle shown next to the 
'Modified' label" in Fig. 1. This is believed to be a typographical error and should probably read 
"Fig. 2" instead of "Fig. 1 ." Appropriate correction is required. If this is not a typographical 
error, appropriate clarification is required. 

Claim Objections 

5. The preamble of claim 53 directs itself toward both a system and a method. However, 
there is no indication that this claimed method is to be implemented on the claimed system. 
Because this is a "means for" claim, it is believed that the phrase "the method comprising" is a 
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typographical error and should probably read "the system comprising." Appropriate correction is 
required. If this is not a typographical error, appropriate clarification is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

7. Claims 1 - 59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by De Vorchik et 
al. (US 6,279,016 Bl). 

As per claim 1, De Vorchik discloses a method for using filtering criteria in the display 
of file objects in a graphical user interface (GUI) (Abstract), the method comprising: receiving 
user input from a user in the GUI describing one or more filtering criteria for the display of the 
file objects and filtering the display of the file objects according to the user input (column 2, 
lines 55 - 67). 

As per claim 2, and taking into account the rejection of claim 1, De Vorchik further 
discloses that the user input includes an initial selection by the user of a label object displayed in 
the GUI and associated with a particular characteristic of the file objects (column 7, lines 47 - 
50). 

As per claim 3, and taking into account the rejection of claim 2, De Vorchik further 
discloses that a menu including a plurality of items is displayed after the initial selection of the 
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label object, wherein each item in the menu describes a filtering criterion (column 9, lines 36 - 
51). 

As per claim 4, and taking into account the rejection of claim 3, De Vorchik further 
discloses that the particular characteristic of the file objects is the type of file objects (column 7, 
lines 7 - 20). 

As per claim 5, and taking into account the rejection of claim 3, De Vorchik further 
discloses that the particular characteristic of the file objects is the size of the file objects (column 
7, lines 7 - 20), wherein the size characteristic of the file objects is disclosed by the fact that 
"any other data set can be used." 

As per claim 6, and taking into account the rejection of claim 3, De Vorchik further 
discloses that the particular characteristic of the file objects is the date the file objects were 
created (column 7, lines 7 - 20), wherein the date of creation characteristic of the file objects is 
disclosed by the fact that "any other data set can be used." 

As per claim 7, and taking into account the rejection of claim 3, De Vorchik further 
discloses that the particular characteristic of the file objects is the date the file objects were last 
modified (column 7, lines 7-20 and column 10, lines 11-19). 

As per claim 8, and taking into account the rejection of claim 2, De Vorchik further 
discloses that an input field is displayed after the initial selection of the label object, wherein the 
input field is operative to accept text input describing one or more filtering criteria (column 7, 
lines 46 - 53). 

As per claim 9, and taking into account the rejection of claim 3, De Vorchik further 
discloses that an input field is displayed after the initial selection of the label object, the input 
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field being operative to accept text input describing one or more filtering criteria (column 7, 
lines 46 - 53), and wherein the input field displays a text description equivalent to any items of 
the menu selected by the user (column 10, lines 11-18). 

As per claim 10, and taking into account the rejection of claim 2, De Vorchik further 
discloses that the label object is a column heading object associated with a column in which 
information concerning a particular file object characteristic is displayed (column 6, lines 46 - 
55). . 

As per claim 11, and taking into account the rejection of claim 3, De Vorchik further 
discloses that the selectable items in the displayed menu are based on the particular label object 
that was selected (column 10, lines 45 - 58). 

As per claim 12, and taking into account the rejection of claim 11, De Vorchik further 
discloses that the items in the menu include a plurality of different ranges of values (column 10, 
lines 11 -18). 

As per claim 13, and taking into account the rejection of claim 12, De Vorchik further 
discloses that the different ranges in the menu are based on the actual ranges of the associated 
characteristic of the displayed file objects (column 1 0, lines 11-18). 

As per claim 14, De Vorchik discloses a method for using filtering criteria in the display 
of file objects in a graphical user interface (GUI) (Abstract), the method comprising: receiving a 
selection from a user of a characteristic of the file objects displayed in the GUI, displaying a 
menu of selectable filtering criteria for the selected characteristic, and filtering the display of the 
file objects according to the filtering criteria selected by the user as applied to the characteristic 
of the file objects (column 2, lines 47 - 67). 
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As per claim 15, and taking into account the rejection of claim 14, De Vorchik further 
discloses that the file objects are displayed in a navigation window of the GUI (column 7, lines 7 
-9). 

As per claim 16, and taking into account the rejection of claim 15, De Vorchik further 
discloses that the selection of the characteristic is a selection of a label object labeling the 
characteristic, and wherein the menu displays the fdtering criteria as a plurality of items 
(column 10, lines 45 - 58). 

As per claim 17, and taking into account the rejection of claim 15; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 4. 

As per claim 18, and taking into account the rejection of claim 15; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 5. 

As per claim 19, and taking into account the rejection of claim 15; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 6. 

As per claim 20, and taking into account the rejection of claim 15; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 7. 

As per claim 21, and taking into account the rejection of claim 15, De Vorchik further 
discloses that the particular characteristic of the file objects is the date the file objects were last 
accessed (column 7, lines 7 - 20), wherein the date of last access characteristic of the file objects 
is disclosed by the fact that "any other data set can be used." 

As per claim 22, and taking into account the rejection of claim 16; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 10. 
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As per claim 23, and taking into account the rejection of claim 15; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 1 1 . 

As per claim 24, and taking into account the rejection of claim 23; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 12. 

As per claim 25, and taking into account the rejection of claim 24; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 1 3. 

As per claim 26, De Vorchik discloses a computer readable medium including program 
instructions to be implemented by a computer, the program instructions allowing filtering 
criteria to be applied in the display of file objects in a graphical user interface (GUI) (Abstract 
and column 19, lines 60 - 63), the program instructions implementing steps comprising: 
receiving user input from a user in the GUI describing one or more filtering criteria for the 
display of the file objects and filtering the display of the file objects according to the user input 
(column 2, lines 55 - 67). 

As per claim 27, and taking into account the rejection of claim 26; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 2. • 

As per claim 28, and taking into account the rejection of claim 27; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 3. 

As per claim 29, and taking into account the rejection of claim 28, De Vorchik further 
discloses that the particular characteristic of the file objects is one of the following: the type of 
fde objects, the size of the fde objects, the date the fde objects were created, the date the fde 
objects were last modified, and the date the objects were last accessed (column 7, lines 7-20 
and column 10, lines 11-19), wherein the size characteristic, date of creation characteristic, and 
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date of last access characteristic of the file objects are disclosed by the fact that "any other data 
set can be used." 

As per claim 30, and taking into account the rejection of claim 27; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 8. 

As per claim 31, and taking into account the rejection of claim 28; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 9. 

As per claim 32, and taking into account the rejection of claim 27; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 10. 

As per claim 33, and taking into account the rejection of claim 28; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 11. 

As per claim 34, and taking into account the rejection of claim 33; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 12. 

As per claim 35, and taking into account the rejection of claim 34; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 13. 

As per claim 36, De Vorchik discloses a system for providing filtering criteria in the 
display of file objects in a graphical user interface (GUI) (Abstract and column 20, lines 28 - 
29), the system comprising: a means for receiving user input from a user in the GUI describing 
one or more filtering criteria for the display of the file objects and a means for filtering the 
display of the file objects according to the user input (column 4 line 66 - column 5, line 53), 
where the means for receiving and filtering are the disclosed computer system, input devices and 
program modules. 
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As per claim 37, and taking into account the rejection of claim 36; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 2. 

As per claim 38, and taking into account the rejection of claim 37; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 3. 

As per claim 39, and taking into account the rejection of claim 38; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 29. 

As per claim 40, and taking into account the rejection of claim 37; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 8. 

As per claim 41, and taking into account the rejection of claim 38; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 9. 

As per claim 42, and taking into account the rejection of claim 37; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 10. 

As per claim 43, and taking into account the rejection of claim 38; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 1 1 . 

As per claim 44, and taking into account the rejection of claim 43; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 12. 

As per claim 45, and taking into account the rejection of claim 44; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 13. 

As per claim 46, De Vorchik discloses a system for providing filtering criteria in the 
display of file objects in a graphical user interface (GUI) (Abstract and column 20, lines 28 - 
29), the system comprising: receiving a selection from a user of a characteristic of the file 
objects displayed in the GUI, displaying a menu of selectable filtering criteria for the selected 
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characteristic, the filtering criteria displayed as a plurality of menu items, and filtering the 
display of the file objects according to the filtering criteria selected by the user as applied to the 
characteristic of the file objects (column 2, lines 47 - 67). 

As per claim 47, and taking into account the rejection of claim 46; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 15. 

As per claim 48, and taking into account the rejection of claim 47; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 29. 

As per claim 49, and taking into account the rejection of claim 47; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 10. 

As per claim 50, and taking into account the rejection of claim 47; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 1 1 . 

As per claim 51, and taking into account the rejection of claim 50; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 12. 

As per claim 52, and taking into account the rejection of claim 51; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 13. 

As per claim 53, De Vorchik discloses a system for implementing filtering criteria in the 
display of file objects in a' graphical user interface (GUI) (Abstract and column 20, lines 28 - 
29), the system comprising: a means for receiving a selection from a user of a characteristic of 
the file objects displayed in the GUI; a means for displaying a menu of selectable filtering 
criteria for the selected characteristic, the filtering criteria displayed as a plurality of menu 
items; and a means for filtering the display of the file objects according to the filtering criteria 
selected by the user as applied to the characteristic of the file objects (column 4 line 66 - column 



Application/Control Number: 10/717,888 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2112 

5, line 53), where the means for receiving, displaying, and filtering are the disclosed computer 
system, input devices, display devices, and program modules. 

As per claim 54, and taking into account the rejection of claim 53; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 15. 

As per claim 55, and taking into account the rejection of claim 54; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 29. 

As per claim 56, and taking into account the rejection of claim 54; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 10. 

As per claim 57, and taking into account the rejection of claim 54; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 11. 

As per claim 58, and taking into account the rejection of claim 57; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 12. 

As per claim 59, and taking into account the rejection of claim 58; the claim is rejected 
on the same grounds as claim 13. 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to the applicant's 
disclosure. The cited documents represent the general state of the art. 

Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eric A. Wiener whose telephone number is 571-270-1401. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday from 9am to 4pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examinees 
supervisor, Chameli Das, can be reached on 571-272-3696. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Eric Wiener 

Patent Examiner J 
A.U.2112 P ^'-.Vt3«afflN^ 

M Unit 9-/6,2. 




